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»,» szsrtfjrsxs i“ “ 

r . fjzz ^we^rfis^TS^oT* 1 ^’ 

£p\i Ms 

“ ° f ’ he ° re f ed 1113 own mythology about the stacks of cartons of took. In doli^ 
this he implores the photographs taken by the police at the tine n f +>, • *“ 

printed in the Wai4n Report to have the'assass^ maing a de^f 1^20^“ Si 

sspRSsrr£^?isHea^ 

had not yet been covered the day of the assassination, and on oage 44 he Hctu^Sy 

wSe Ws"thIrJhowed ? Sr 0d n fl00 t-“ P “* C ° Uld eXamine th ° floor,, there 

were marKs that showed them where the assassin has stacked the books a !lJ„!k u„ 

r pl “ < “ 1 *“ “ “ ^f-moh of tho » S a.^tio„-£j^£, 

you imagine that for some six decades no other marks had been made on that floor 

“ t “ ^ T1 3 7 nake MarkS that endured on a wooden floor? It simply is ’ 
not possible o Not reasonable, either. ** ^ 

After spending a lot of time on these cartons and the alleged moving of then into 

IZT r 7 3 aSSaSSin mldpby **&°'™* *>* being captSed o^tL LSce 

photos, he does mention that a new floor was being laid. But he says those moved cartons 

bablv 3 ^^^ w W th ® mddle of the floor * Not the middle, although they were pro- 

alSou^h hf^ ^T ! rS Wa3 r00D f ° r them * What ^ happen and he does not say, 
although he should have known because the Commission did reoort it, is that the crew 

began to iay the new floor on the western half of the sixth floor. They moved all the boxes 
rorn that half, and this and this alone accounts for the stacking of extra boxes near 
the windows on the eastern half of that floor. 

h. wt fit £'“„£*“ cf b “ ok,i IB »“ tat , „ 

u , Chapter V, "^an on the Hun", also turns out to be a diatribe against the critics 

* he evidence ’ 116 P icics and choses what suits his purpose and omits whit 
doe< and P^end* he has give the reader a full account and th£ crltiSses the Sties! 
he misrepresents the Commission's evidence and what some of the critic's wrote. 

7 e , 77^777*7 7 abOUt JOhhny CalVin Brewer * the Of the shoe store 

r the movie house, after saying that Meagher gave him only half a page, without citation 

notice "°rn « 7 77^° ° f Ey firSt book) ’ he says "Wriabergt&S only passing 
^otxce. I 11 attach that so you can judge for yourself xxti jiwether ih was only 

passing notice" or whether any more was required. In a book that addresses pust about 
all the Commission s basic allegations, and they are many! (.His page 44 ) 

Although the Commission depended entirely on the FBI lab for its scientific work in 
its investigation, Moore makes no mention of this as he picks and choses and selects and 
misrepresents. He says the Officer McDonald heard the snap of the pistol's (it was a 
revolver, not a pistol) hammes hitting a cartridge casing," he omits the FBI Labis 
deniai that there is any such mark on any of the bullets, one of which should have discharged 
if it had been struck. ( 6 b) 



It is at the top of 67 that he plagiarizes Kurts' to day I believed only the H e port's 
page numbers but he adds what does not exist on government publications that are reprinted, 
as the (feport was in more copies than the government printed, "and the copyright date". 

*4e then quotes something I said about the arrest, which happens to be on the same pagl of 
my first book. He has pretended that Oswald was sitting on a aisle seat, as he wasn't. What 
he omits in quotation, only a few words, is one of the reasons the policeman should have 
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had Oswald movei, because he was between the rows ofl seats. Here he says that when 
Oswjad raised his arms they held a "fully-loaded revolver" but they didn't, as he 
himself Bftid at^.the? bottom of page 65, He reached for it only after the cop slugged him. 

°’ what Hoots adds, is "(.apparently Weisberg would rather a second policeman had died 
rather than involve 'Oswald in a struggle in wfech he might justifiably bo hurt." This 
is based on the fals^representation I cite abotffc, that when Oswlld raised his hands "in 
surrender he had "the fully-loaded revolver" in one when he didn't. 



' lt the bo!h ' t :om of page 67 he says that the evidence against Oswald in the Tippit 
•tilling was overwhelming because the cartridge cases "had been fired in the handgun." 

He then says that "one firearms expert positively identified one of the bullets from 
ippiVs body as having been fired from Oswald's pistol." What he dies not say is tliat 
here is no chain of possession on the shells, they wereAot mkx marked by any police until 
that night, when theye were taken from sjdesk drawer in wliich they's been placed unmarked, 
hat the manufacture of the <enpty shells does not match the manufacture of the recovered 
ippit bullets, and that the FBI Lab could not associate any of the fired bullets with 
the Oswald weapon. (I think 4£ere is no mention of the Mi's work in tills entire chapter, 
his is one reason why,; 

m f 

As X write this I've not finished Chapter VI. I&a to page 93. In his opening graf, 
aside from its factual errors, he says the "critics swarmed like a grojip of hungry 
vultures upon the hapless Commission and its work." Hapless indeed! Can you think of 
any body whose Report got more attention? What AP provided its many users is the C ommi ssion’s 
own summary of its own Report, the entire first chapter, word-for-word. And most com- 
mentators supported the “eport. Hungry vultures? Only one book made money, Hark li ne ’s. 

Moore has them in the wrong sequence of appearance and he omits Sylvan Fox's. I was 
broke and I went into debt to print my first book. 

rie gets carried away with his own invective (76):"(t)he critics have ...been able 
to make the public believe that almost everyone within the Dallas city limits tliat 
Friday had a hand in the assassination..." 



ifliat he flaunts, among other things, on the next oage, is a basic 1 understanding 
of our nation and its principles and the responsibilites of writers in our system:/ 

\ V/he real question is how people like Lane, Meagher, ^feisberg, Thompson and others could 
spend their tine examining the s?ime source material the Warren Commission relied upon 
yet arrive at an opposite conclusion. ^iside from this being the obligations of writers, 

^ including reporters, hasn't he ever been in a courtroom? What else is done in our legal 
j^yh^.ajidtm. What he says can be interpreted as a dedication to an authoritarian system, what 
any government says is true because the government says it, whether or not it is true. 

IV is largely true of the first books , we did no limit ourselves to what 
the Commission used. I have some in my first book That it had and did not use, more of 
this in the following books, as X could find it in the archives, and as he very well knows, 
1 published an enormous amouhT tliat the Commission did not have or "rely" on, including 
what it itself had classified illegally and suppressed. 

1L S. describes lane as a liberal. Lane is counsel for the reactionary and racist 
liberty lobby, ol the Willis Carto who published what he hoped would be the American 
Mein hampiyknd wh^%ublishes Cartods Hpotlight weekly, to which -wane contributes. 

As of the time referred to on 80, Hugh Aynesworth was with the Dallas '^imesMierald. 
a e was not then a Newsweek staffer. Moore's reference to Lane's arrest in Jackson, Miss., 
"for disturbing the peace" is dirty. He was arrested in those early civil-rights demon- 
strations, when he was a liberal. On the same jhage he has another error about Lane, saying 
that the Commission "denied him the spotlight." Lane appeared before the Commission twice. 
The second time, at his insistence, it was the only public hearing the v 'ommission held. 

Ho says on 85 that the photos and X-rays of the JFK autopsy were "unavilable" to 
the Commission. This is a lie, as he knows from my Post Mortem. The Commission declined 
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to look at them. one of the executive sesssion, the suppressed, transcript of wliich 
published and Moore has, Nankin did say they had the pictures. He repeats below on 
this page that they were ((withheld" from the Commission. 

„ ^ 11611 3ays 'that in tiie ^idst of the controversy" about the first of the books 

"two of the autopsy doctors examined the material", me; Jiing the film "and stood by 
i.hat they "testified to before the Commission. Their report was not released for another 
yearjr. print it in facsimile in Post Mortem, which /foore has, and it in fact completely 
destroys the Report and Moore's single-assasin theory“beeause it discloses as I recall 
iive bullet fragments in JMK'pneck. Impossible for the supposed single -bullet theory. 

°n 86 he relers to r enr. Jones as "a small town Texas newspape ■ owner." He hadn't 
been for at least a decade. 

On 87 he claims that Earlene Roberts did have axhaxxt an autopsy at but 

whether she did or din't isn't established by t/je source he cites. 

n this pa;je he says that one of -^hil Willis's pictures |?nay have been"the most 
important photos relating to the assassination," but he forgets about Zapruder. He later 
says it,is 0 The fifth ol Willis' may be, but I doubt iloore goes into tliat, althiugh he 
knows it. (.The film between the sprocket holes in the Zapruder film, not shown on 
projection or the usual copying, makes it clear tliat Willis took that picture earlier 
th^n the Commission says and when Oswald could hot hjjjve fired the Ckmmission' s first shot.) 

12/3 Ifra sorry about my typing by.t I can't do anything about that. 

I found your letter and I thank you for your kind comment. I appreciate it. 

Before resuming where I left off, from time to time when I'm walking my ririnH 
returns to this book and to I'loore and^I wonder why he really did the book and how utterly 
shameless he is in it and this mrOn^^i, in thinking about his selectively dishonest and 
fanciful reconstruction involving Officer $aker and T8B13 Manager Truly it occured to me 
that you can make your own independent assessment of his credibility and his honesty if 
you read what I wtote about it in Whitewash, pp 36-8. (it is in the mail to you.) Until then, 
a clear and simple means of taking my word is what he omits, that as Truly and Baker were 
running up the stairs , Truly was well ahead of Baker and when he noticed that Baker was 
hot behind him he returned to find Baker and Oswald inside the room. So, this means that 
Oswald had to have been there early enough for Truly not to have seen him as he went 
down the stairs Truly was climbing. Which, obviously, is impossible and in itself enough 
to destroy the official story. His and the Summit Oroup&s concept of non-fiction and 
scholarship not imcluding an iftex, I can't without going back refer you to his pages. 

(Who, by the way, is this Summit Croup? Like White's Matsu?) ... 

■He begins page 89, "Maryland poultry farmer Harold Weisberg has weighed into the 
controversy with a half-dozen heavy hitters, all books of the Whitewash series.? (Two 
are not.) actually , I didn't just wade in — I began it. Whitewash was the first book on 
the Warren $3port. But his crack about me being a poultry farmer, cribbed from Lane, who 
thought it cute in his campaign to deprecate all others, hasn't been true since JFK was 
assassinated. I was liquidating the farm then. However much or little he knew about me, he 
knew from my first book that I'd been a Senate investigator and editor. I don't resent 
his csack and in fact I’m amused by it. It provides a measure of Moore. Who apparently 
didn't understand that people can say of him that he runs a racket of "motivating" people, 
so where does he get off writing a book, more a book on so technical a matter. 

Next he says that I spent five of my 224 pages detailing the mo'ging of boxes in the 
southeast and northwest comere of the sixth floor." His footnote, however, if to but 
a single page of a book he does not identify, his practise being to cite "Weisberg" 
followed by a page number, even though he began by saying I'd published six book3. Be- 
c^Ljise tliere was no stacking of books in the northwest comer and because I was certain 
I d not said there had been, I skimmed those two, not five pages, and there i3 no mention 




of what he made up and apprently attributed to me in a crooked effort to have me validating 
his invention. There are two pages of photos in the appendix on this. If you do read 
, . . m.'z. von* 11 have vour own opinion of what he then says on the same pat, * 

■££££* "s P atfsf 'i^tLt tS^^d been moved (which I go into in great detail) « 
and could "not be exactly replaced (which ± also vent into in some detail, the very poin 
I was making) claims tl« official reconstruction of ti.e crime^is -alse. 

He next goes into a mistake I made and informed hii^in a letter i-sa de, with a 
brief explanation 6 of ^"ho w I Sde that error in that letter.' He likes to cite his correspondence 

Sr*. ™ £^7 

he V rne ’ess -oad stripe' than there was is because Liebeler placed the photographer in 
Sr^tSv placIS hS wEre there could have been only four, bather than five stripes. 
tSs waa^further^complicated by two developments both of which made photointeiligence 

Service, asked that it not be done. 

His footnote on 89 is , "Whitewash literally ca me from Weinberg's typewriter. JjaQeing 
»hTe to find » publisher. W e isberg published his typewrit ten The too* wopld , . hg ye 

h^n easier to read had all the keys struc k evenly:. (His emphasis ) 

It literally did not come from my typewriter, it was my wife's. Did you ever hear 
or an original book manuscript typed single spaced? 

While it is true that as the very first thing in my first book says there was great 
relcutance to publish a book critical ££ TJSL* 

x-ecord for SipilatS by Sw. Norton for publishing it. In effect it 

publish it myself is the terms sxipuiaxe j , , better-known, that the government 

Required that I allege what had made others wealthier published it but 

was responsible for the assassina ion. x had ^ st ^ arted t0 publish it. myself, "yle 

there was a snatu on the clerical 1 _ an ted to bublish it. % pont here 

stoart, personally, pbomi. havtiie ohon»> ' ' if h< ,. d Manted to bo accorote . ..roferro, 

j, »o~, -bo oouib ^ d..* pom*** « 

to say wliat he wanteu to believe or -intercepted it would have been published 

not from my "original" and had the mail effective it would have been published 

in Germany and had nSx. the sppoks been e e the book was available 

in dryland. Thor. Wt a aingle editorial ration Zi ZtZs to do with that and 
those who put the mystery-writers’ award on entered no .nine 

S*t Si L«n Sout it. It »as runner-op for tho «= a.ard in 1966. 

I can't tell you with any accuracy how many otters i ^o^after^^ ^ 

there were thousands and I continue to get them. In all ^ ed rfi-£- 00 ut 

20,000 betters from strangers. I can't remember a single the 

the irregularity in the typing. There wer ® a z was broke M i d my wife had worn that 

typewriter futTn "-t Into the iock and additional research before the 
S wfs out, at least a thira of a million words m a great rush. 




Hdj continues hi 3 attach onto the next page, where he says that flrom the Kapruder film 
"one can see the limousine was far enough down Kim Street for Kennedy to have been a clear 
target from the sixth floor window." Tliis in his comment on_ where the car was at ^'rame 255 
of the jJSa^rduer film - notat the time the first shot wa_s fied. He's managed to go half- 
way it 1 vko ugh his book without any mention of the official solution or where and when the 
shots were allegedly fired. How definitive can he get? What he seems to be trying to do 
here is to claim that at any point and at any time, from the Kapruder film Oswald could 
have shot JFK. Which, of course, is false. That liveoak tree sometimei|blooked his vision. 

As of the time he wasj writing about, nobody had a copy of the Zap-Uder film, ich 
he got when he was a kxd l and apparently believed always was available. He; says I was unable 
to locate .^Ltgens in the first sentence below his question o^ me saying that x had learned 
of the error based on the Commission 1 s mialocating of altgens when it was* possible for me 
to make that study, lie apparently expected all readers to be uncritical of what he said, 
didn't care or just has a expulsion to be Mtifical of others. 

' cL-'l'nb- ’ ‘ 

His crack on the 1 paperbhckT - Sd3?ciOTrj hell had turned the first book down three tines 
before coming to me^for it and under that contract if hadf first rights to the sequel, which 
it also re jectecfY^l asked for editing, was promised it, and Soil didn t change a viord. Not 
even in the Introduction you'll soon be able to read. It <■«<«. v- "'/v Jrv-i nJu 

,-l In' hru Uvt tirtt Jt-lJ'-ilfiS.UtJAsS u- 

Tie must be enjoying this because ho continues it onto 51: "Weisberg's latter day 
claim to fame among the critics lias bee# his ability to pry classified documents out of 
the archives. But even tliose who think tenderly of him admit that very little new or 
useful information has been gleaned from the documents that Weisberg has spent years 
obtaining." At this point he has a footnote to which I'll return. I'm taking this time to 
give you a means of evaluating him and his book and as I said earlier, to make a record. 

I can think of only a single document I got from the archives that was classified. 

KK £3 GHOS^ljY I.dljORlfNT QF Kf WQHK atfD VJiaT I've done and classification is a quite iifegli- 
gible factor. The only things classified, and they were classified illegal^ that I got 
from the Archives Idle Commission's executive session transcripts. Put I gol about a 
third of a million pages of once-withheld and almost entirely never classified records 
from the executive agencies^ by FOIA litigation. 

fjoore, from this book, would not recognise what is useful or even information if 
it hit him in the face. 1 was t/i inking while walking this morning that a few of the things 
I have convenient on my desk for when some civic organisation asks me to speak for 20-50 
minutes might interest you and give you an idea of what the "investigation" really was 
and washVt. I* pi try to remember to enclose them and you can decide whether they are at 
all useful in/a prepresentative society and in telling the people something about their 
government. With regard to his csack, there are about 200 pages of these once-wittheld 
records printed in facsimile in Post Modteiji, which he $s. Keminds me, he also has White- 
wash IV, with more than 100 pp of a single executive session transcript that most people 
regard as useful. To say /Vothing of the shorter one in Post hortem. If you know anyone 
who has a copy, read it beginning on page 475 and see if thaiji^in your opinion useful, 
for it may illuminate Hoore and his book^i as a person and as a work. 

The footnote reads: "Weisberg made another error, this one picked up by the ^ew 
York Times. He found an FBI report that inaccurately cited the speed of the jkapruder camera 
as twe^y-four frames per second. Without bothering to check the actual camera, Weisberg 
rushed the information into print. The camera can t be set to operate at twenty-four 
frames per second." His footnote 60 to which this is cited reads, "Weisberg, 184." This is 
hardly scholarly or "definitive " writing. 

He is referring to the second of my six books he seems to cite as "Weisberg" only, 
and on that page I have a facsimile repdrduction of that Balias FBI report. The question 
in the very early days when I was writing this book was whether or not Zapruder had 
exposed any of his film at other than 10 fps. Idf exposed faster, for example, on projection 
you have slow motion. Now this again gets to “core ' s honesty and integrity, personally and 
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as w riter, as I'll get to. I do not remember that the New York Times printed this but 
it did not "pick it up." About a ye,..r after the book was out Lifton wrote the Times along 
iloore's. line and actually sent me a copy. Before then Lifton knew, from my very next book, 
which was out the end of May, 1967, as n oore also knew before he wrote this, because he 
got it from me, the history of tr.e withholding of that earner/ and how the coming appearance 
on Whitewash II forced the government to get the camei%nd put it in the Archives. The FBI 
refused to keep it as did the Commission, so Zapruder, as we did not know, had given it 
to Bell & Howell, erhaps it was not exactly a gift, if * understand Zapruder. Anyway, 
there is a full accounting in the third book, which is on the suppression of the pictures. 

Ho, as Moore knew and as Lifton knew, the came was not accessible. What better 
basis can a "definitive" writerhave for saying, "without bothering to check the' sSTactual 
camera"? 

Next L oore g 0 ec after ■'■'ink Thompson, not a friend of mine, with undiminished dis- 
honesty, obsfuscation and virtuoso display of ignorance, all misleading t(,e reader. He 
says wharfs not so, that x hdmpson "does not take into account that the/Very Zapruder film 
frames he believes show the hit on Connally also show ConnallyMeaning backward, thud 
altering the angle of the bullet through his body. " He does not mean the angle through 
the body, which would ha n/x have been altered. I do not know how much you know about 
the official, account so I'll begin with an explanation. The official solution is that 
at frame 210 of the film and only at that l/l8th of a second Oswald fired a shot that 
struck JFK in the fles^to his right of the neck and near it, went through his body without 
striking bone, then entered C 0 nnally/s under the righ£ armpit, smashing five inches of 
the x orfi th rib or four of the fifth before exiting under his right nipple, thence smashing 
his right keS sswrist before entering and lodging in his thigh above the knee. Instead 
of trying to show what he cannot show by any fact or evidence, all of this being pretty tr 
obviously impossible, he quotes that old spook recruited without identifying him, John 
Sparrow, warden of All L 0 uls, Oxford. (Who, by the wa^, first blocked publication of Limy 
first book in England in 1965 without informing that publisher of his relations with ^ritish 
intelligence, which had cozy relations with our own. Sparrow is thus one of the oldest, in 
both senses, of the apologist for the Warren report.) You can decide for yourself whether 
there is any substance in what Sparrow wrote. But what Moore says means nothing at all and 
even it it did, it^ could not mean that any alteration in Connally's position would have 
made the gee and lyfw, up and down trajectory of the official mythology at all possible. 

again raising a question of lore's personal and if it is justified by this book, 
his professional integrity, he fails to tell the readeVtha^ from the first u onnally in- 
sisted that he was not struck by the first bullet, which he heard, and that is what caused 
his motion, could not have heard the huelet that hit him and bullets are faster than 

sound, at least most, including the imputed one. 

"T^e recess of his (.Thompson's) book led to his appointment as Life magazine's 
conasltant on the Zapruder film." Mcpe not only makes it up, he doesn't even think when 
doing it. What need did Time/Life have for an expert on the Zapruder film in 1967, four 
years after the assassination, and what made the philosopher professor such an expert? 
Time/Life needed outside help with pictures? It was Thompson's theft of. copies of enlarged 
positives made from the Z film that made Ms book possible. He took them from Life. And 
was back teaching when he wrote his book. 

Here Moore also says that thu Zapruder film is the most important piece of evidence 
in the case, but that is true only for one who knows nothing about evidence and it is true 
of the use the Commission made of it but it is not the most importent "evidence" in the case. 
Me shows remarkable ‘ understanding of what makes an authentic expert in saying of Yink 
that "access to the original film is what gave him almost unlimited expertise." There is 
real evidence in the original film that this man of unlimited expertise did not see. 

This is as far as I've read so I'll stop now and read and correct it so I can 
mail it. 
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I am aware that this may be more if not also other than you expected but as I s<iid 
I want to make a record for t ie future and you are, I think, new to the subject,, *ou nay 
&S30 be you* paper's in— house expert, or expert— ^o— be. 

1 don,t kn0lJ whether your morgue or library has any of my books or if the paper 
w^nts them. In the past it has been willing to print stories not in accord with what I 
regard as the ofucial mythology. If you do, we have a small supply of books that are 
slightly damaged that we do not se&l. I know we have the second but I don't without 
checking know if we have others. If you want it or any others that are d;uoaged and I 
won't charge for, let me know. J 

I do tpnk it would help your understanding if you'd read the executive session 
transcript I mention above that is in Post Mortem. It is only about 14 pates. If that 
is interesting, the one in Whitewash IV is much longer but in part along the mnp line. 
It will, I think, give you a better understanding of the Commission and its work and 
conclusions and how they were reached and to a degree why. 



Best wishes, 




Harold Weisberg 



There is a Summit Croup and a Summit /publishing at the address in the book. They 
are presumed, from my bookstore sfurce after checking Bowker, to be small publishers. 

If you would like <my explanation of the enclosed records please ask. Note tliat 
the first, Dallas record, was indexed and filed before Oswald wa.i charged. 

■Renfro to SAC, 1 1 /22/63 
Gemberling 8/5/64 
Newsom to SAC , 1 1 25/63 
Rosen to Belmont, 11/26/64 
Katz to “oyer 
DeLoach to ohr, 1 /25/b4 
Denoach to Hohr, 6 / 4/64 
Damage control tickler 




